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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to the amendment received on June 30, 2004. Claims 
1-19 are pending in the application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1 ), (2), and (4) of section 371 (c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

3. Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by McKnight 
et al M US Patent 6670974. 

In reference to Claim 1, McKnight et al. teaches a multi-component icon and 
method for generating, and displaying, the icon from a data object's content and 
metadata in which the icon comprises several icon portions (Figure 12) with several 
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visual variations (Figure 10) where each icon portion is variably assigned to any 
characteristic of the data object (Col. 8, line 45 et seq.) and where each variation is 
visually represented by the icon corresponding to the visual variation of the variably 
assigned icon portion (Figs 10-12 and corresponding text). 

In reference to Claim 2, McKnight et al. teaches that the data object may be a 
word processing document file (Figure 10, ref. 1014). 

In reference to Claim 3, McKnight et al. teaches the icon portion to be contiguous 
portions of the icon (Figure 12). 

In reference to Claim 4, McKnight et al. teaches the icon portions to comprise a 
main body portion (Figure 12, ref. 1240 part of the contiguous icon). 

In reference to Claim 5, McKnight et al. teaches the icon portions to comprise 
side portions adjacent to the main body portion (Figure 12, ref. 1210, 1204). 

In reference to Claim 6, McKnight et al. teaches a variation of patterns (taken 
from the table in Figure 10). 

In reference to Claim 7, McKnight et al. teaches the visual variations to have 
secondary visual variations (Figure 12, ref 1202 is the main document, ref 1222 arrow is 
the secondary visual variation). 

In reference to Claim 8, McKnight et al. teaches icons to be interactive with one 
another, indicating similarities and differences in characteristics of the data objects 
(lexicons visually indicated characteristics that may be similar or different between 
icons, see also Figure 10 with corresponding text) 
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4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that form 
the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

5. Claims 9-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by Seki et al., 
US Patent 6570597. 

In reference to Claim 9, Seki et al. teaches an icon with several visual traits 
(subdocument icons) with several visual variations (file types) where each trait is 
variably assigned to any characteristic of the data object metadata (titles of embedded 
data B and C) and where each variation of a selected characteristic of the data object 
metadata is represented by a visual of a selected visual trait (name displayed changes) 
and displaying the icon according to the assignment of the selected visual trait to the 
selected characteristic (See Figures 1 and 11). 

In reference to Claim 10, Seki et al. teaches the selected characteristic of the 
data object metadata is variably assigned dependent on user preference (Figure 17, "In 
the present embodiment, the user can choose whether each sub-icon should be 
displayed", Column 4, lines 14-15) 

In reference to Claim 1 1 , Seki et al. teaches the selected characteristic of the 
data object metadata is variably assigned automatically (Figure 18, This routine is 
automatically carried out when a new document is read in or received", Column 6, lines 
21-22). 
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In reference to Claim 12, Seki et al. teaches the icon generated with user initiated 
interface and variably assigning is selected through the interface (Figures 13-15 and 
Column 5, line 30 et seq.). 

In reference to Claim 13, Seki et al. teaches the variably assigning to be in one 
session may have a visual trait assigned to a first characteristic and in a second session 
the visual trait may be assigned to a second characteristic (Figures 19 and Column 5, 
line 30 et seq.). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 14-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Seki et al., US Patent 6570597 and in further view of Perroux et al., US Patent 
6459441. 

Seki et al. teaches multi-component icons composed from characteristics of the 
corresponding data objects represented by varying visual variations that represent the 
varying traits of the characteristics. Seki et al. also teaches icons to be interactive with 
other icons in that characteristics may be transferred between them. 
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In reference to Claim 14, while Seki et al. teaches a method for creating a multi- 
component icon according to a data object's content and metadata characteristics 
wherein the characteristic has multiple visual variations that make up the multi- 
component icon (see Claim 9 rejection supra), they fail to teach determining a common 
characteristic of the data object metadata common to a set of data objects to be used to 
compose the multi-icon as recited in the claims. In the same field of the invention, 
Perroux et al. teaches an icon creation method similar to that of Seki et al. In addition, 
Perroux et al. further teaches determining a common characteristic of the data object 
metadata (titles of embedded files) common to a set of data objects, determining 
variations associated with this characteristic and creating a visual trait for the variations 
of the characteristic ("multiple-characteristic GUI objects can be used to express both 
an operational domain (i.e., a functional category) associated with an icon, and a 
particular functions within the icon's operational domain", Column 4, lines 9-13 and 
Figure 3). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teachings of Seki et al. and Perroux et al. before him at the time the invention was 
made, to modify the multi-component icon creation and display method for data object 
content and it's metadata taught by Seki et al. to include the determination of common 
characteristics between data objects of Perroux et al. to be used as the visual trait, in 
order to obtain common characteristics between data objects to be displayed in their 
corresponding icons. One would have been motivated to make such a combination 
because a way of viewing common characteristics of data without opening them would 
have been obtained, as taught by Perroux et al. 
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In reference to Claim 15, Seki et al. teaches the common characteristic of the 
data object metadata is variably assigned dependent on user preference (See Claim 10 
rejection, supra) 

In reference to Claim 16, Seki et al. teaches the common characteristic of the 
data object metadata is variably assigned automatically (See Claim 1 1 rejection, supra). 

In reference to Claim 17, Seki et al. teaches the icon generated with user initiated 
interface and variably assigning is selected through the interface (See Claim 12 
rejection, supra). 

In reference to Claim 18, Seki et al. teaches the variably assigning to be in one 
session may have a visual trait assigned to a first characteristic and in a second session 
the visual trait may be assigned to a second characteristic (See Claim 13 rejection, 
supra). 

In reference to Claim 19, Seki et al. teaches the variably assigning to be 
dependent on the type of characteristic (Figure 1 1 B and 1 1 C). 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 6/30/2004 with respect to claims 1-19 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

In response to the newly added limitations, Claims 1-8 are rejected above with 
the newly applied reference McKnight. 

In response to the argument that Metadata is not taught by Seki et al. or by 
Perroux et al. the examiner would like to point out that in the definition of "metadata" 
within the specification on page 8, that "Metadata ... can include ... title". This limitation 
is taught by Seki et al. as seen in the prior office action and furthermore is also taught 
by the newly applied reference McKnight et al. The examiner would further like to point 
out that McKnight et al. is applied to address the newly added limitations and that the 
Claims 9-19, can still be rejected as in the first office action by Seki et al. or Seki et al. in 
further view of Perroux et al. 

In response to the argument that "contiguous portions of the icon" is not taught 
by Seki et al. the examiner points out the newly applied reference of McKnight to 
address this new limitation to Claim 3 as can be seen above. 

In response to the argument that Seki et al. does not teach "the selected (or 
common) characteristic of the data object metadata is variably assigned dependent on 
user preference", or "automatically assigned" the examiner points out the rejection of 
Claims 10-11 and '\5-1Qsupra. In further support of the argument, the displayed title 
names of the documents are characteristics of the data object metadata as supported 
by the rejection of Claims 9 and 14 supra. 
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Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

The prior art made of record on form PTO-892 and not relied upon is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure. Applicant is required under 37 C.F.R. § 1.111(c) to 
consider these references fully when responding to this action. The documents cited 
therein teach similar icon creations methods with alternative visual variations and 
character/trait assignments. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sara M Hanne whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
0703. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30am-4:00pm, off on 
alternating Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Heather R Herndon can be reached on (703) 308-5186. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (^BC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

smh / 



